Survival of British coal 


In the recent coal mines dispute much 
more was at stake than the questions of pay 
and redundancy. 

In its coal mines Britain is fortunate to 
have a vast and vital energy resource. Our 
coal reserves are estimated to be able to 
last for another 300 years. Together with 
our offshore oil and gas fields, they make 
us better placed to provide our own energy 
supplies than any of the other major nations 
of the world. 

We can best exploit this advantage by 
putting our coal to maximum use, thus 
conserving our oil reserves and making 
them last longer. From the point of view of 
long-term national strategy this is more 
important than any immediate advantage 
to be gained by getting coal at the cheap- 
est possible price. 

It is for this reason that we think that 
the pit closures that were being planned by 
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judgment require such alteration to be made. 
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the Government were an act of national 
economic suicide. 

While we have no time whatsoever for 
Mr. Arthur Scargill, we think that the folly 
of the Government is playing right into his 
hands in providing him with grievances that 
he can readily exploit. 

Says NUM President Joe Gormley: “We 
think it is in the interests of BrHtain that we 
fight for the biggest coal industry possible 
in the future. And if other people don’t 
want to fight for Britain, the British miners 
will fight for Britain.” 

We think Mr. Gormley is right. 

We think it absolute insanity that the 
Government was contemplating closing down 
as many as 50 pits and axing 30,000 miners 
when at the same time Britain is importing 
large quantities of coal from abroad — at 
the latest figure, 8 million tons a year. 

The Government's argument is that the 
coal is being imported because the price of 
it compares favourably with British prices. 
It maintains that British mines must become 
more productive and cost-effective. 

But this is only part of the story. Much 
of the imported coal is mined in open cast 
conditions, making it much easier to ex- 
tract. 

And where coal is mined abroad in sim- 
ilar conditions to those of Britain it is in 
most cases mined more expensively. It 
only competes in price with British coal by 
means of vast state subsidies. 

By giving in to the miners, the Govern- 
ment — in this instance if not in all in- 
stances — did the right thing. Probably, 
however, its reason was one of cowardice 
rather than a real change of heart. The 
impression remains that Mrs. Thatcher is 
still willing to ditch the British miners and 
coal industry just in order to get the tem- 


porary benefit of coal at a cheap price. 
British miners and pits have got a temporary 
reprieve, but that is au: ; 

It is deplorable that the Government 
ever got into this situation in the first place 
but the unfortunate truth is that the idea of 
great national industries giving Britain self- 
sufficiency in energy has no place in the 
Tories’ internationalist philosophy. 


Sell-out danger 


Spearhead has always kept its options 
open with regard to forming an assessment 
of Mr. Ian Paisley. There is no doubt of 
Mr. Paisley’s flair as a self-publicist and it 
is possible that this flair is enhanced by a 
genuine liking on his part for publicity. 
That itself, however, is not a reason to 
condemn him. Behind his obviously flam- 
boyant and extrovert personality there is 
evidence of considerable achievement, 
firstly in the build-up of the church of 
which he is head and more latterly inthe 
powerful political machine he has created, 
both of which testify to a shrewd intell - 
igence harnessed to enormous energy. And 
if there is something that makes Mr. Paisley 
appear a bit of a freak in the environment 
of Westminster it just could be that this is 
nothing more than the comparative colour- 
lessness and deadness of the people surroun- 
ding him there. 

It remains yet to be seen whether the 
engine that powers the activities of this 
unique figure is that of a commitment to 
Ulster’s union with Britain, a hatred of the 
the Roman Catholic Church or simply the 
cause of Ian Paisley himself. Perhaps this 
will be clarified by future events. 

In the meantime we should not allow 
any scepticism as to Mr. Paisley’s motives 
to deflect us from the issue on which he is 
currently. campaigning: the alleged inten- 
tion of Mrs. Thatcher's Government to hand 
Ulster over to the Irish Republic. 

The Government of course hotly denies 
any such intention and produces in support 
of its denial its constantly reiterated pledge 
that Northern Ireland will remain within 
the United Kingdom as long as the majority 
of its citizens wish it to do so. 

In other circumstances than those that 
have surrounded the dealings of Tory Gov- 
ermments on Ulster over the past decade or 
so this pledge might be more convincing. 
As itis, there is a long catalogue of events 
throughout the 1970s that do little to reass- 
ure loyal Ulster men and women that the 
pledge carries any real conviction or intent 
whatsoever. 

lan Smith was giving very similar pled- 
ges to White Rhodesians that there would be 
no change in their status as a community — 
while he was busily engaged in continual 
meetings and negotiations with those dedi- 
cated to destroying that status. Eventually 


THATCHER AND HAUGHEY 
Have they done a deal for hand-over of Ulster? 


the predictions of those who warned that 
Smith would not be having any truck with 
those people unless he intended to do a 
deal with them were proved, all too tragi- 
cally, to be correct. There is an uncom - 
fortable similarity between those events 
and the negotiations that have taken place 
between the last two Conservative Govern- 
ments and the Governments of the Irish 
Republic. 

It is no argument for the defenders of 
the Government to say that these negotiat- 
ions have excluded any proposition of a 
hand-over of Ulster to Eire. Explicitly they 
may well have done, but the implicit hint 
of that intention hangs over the whole pro- 
ceedings. Such a hint can only be well and 
truly eliminated by a straightforward and 
public assertion by the Government that 
the affairs of the British province of North- 
em Ireland are no business of the Republic 
and that henceforth there will be no dis- 
cussion of those affairs between the British 
and Irish Governments. However, the very 
acknowledgement by the last Tory Govern- 
ment — never subsequently repudiated by 
the present Government — that there is an 
‘Irish dimension’ to the Ulster question can 
only give the very opposite impression. 

Also — and this is vital — an assertion 
is needed concerning the future status of 
Ulster that is much less half-baked than the 
one, qualified to the point of. stinginess, 
that the province will remain British “for as 
long as the majority wish it’ and which 
amounts to a pledge that it will do so for all 
time. 


Nothing less than the latter pledge will 
do as a demonstration of loyalty towards a 
proudly British community that has given 
practical evidence of its loyalty to us in 
the past to a degree sometimes scantily 
deserved. 


The Arts Council again 


A delegation of members of racial min- 
ority groups has visited Home Secretary 
Willie Whitelaw and presented him with 
what is described as “a dossier listing 250 
out of thousands of terror attacks against 
Blacks and Jews over an 18-month period.” 
With this dossier the delegation issued a 
demand that there should be a tightening 
of the laws against ‘racialist’ organisations. 

Willie, with the Pavlov dog reflexes 
that we have come to expect of him on 
such matters, responded sympathetically 
and assured the delegation that such action 
would be considered, and as a first step has 
announced an allocation of taxpayets’ 
money to the setting up of a special study 
of ‘racialist’ groups. 

Meanwhile the hounds of Fleet Street 
let off what seemed almost to be an orch- 
estrated baying of agreement that such 
‘racialist’ groups should be stamped upon. 

The first interesting thing about the 
dossier is that it did not contain any infor- 
mation about the remainder of the “thou- 
sands” of terror attacks to which it referred 
but only made specific reference to 250. 
Just supposing that 250 such attacks did 
occur during a period of 18 months, this is 


an unremarkable number considering the 


_atmosphere of racial tension that undoubt- 


edly does exist over many areas of Britain. 
Why were the other thousands not listed? 
Could it be because they are no more than 
a figment of the delegates’ imagination? 

And why was there no attempt made to 
redress the balance by a listing of the cer- 
tainly very large numbers of violent attacks 
made by coloured people in this country 
on Whites, of which hundreds are described 
in the court and crime reports of local 
newspapers every week? Did the delegat- 
ion make any reference to the riots by 
Blacks in Bristol last April or the berserk 
attack by 200 Blacks on the police in Birm- 
ingham in January, which was accompanied 
by screams of ‘White bastards’ and ‘White 
pigs’? Certainly none of the papers which 
howled about White ‘racialism’ made any 
mention of these. 

Some of these attacks by Blacks have 
been of the most vicious and inhuman type: 
on defenceless old ladies, who have suff- 
ered the most appalling injuries, and some- 
times died, as a result, but apparently these 
do not warrant consideration when a con- 
demnation of ‘racialist violence’ is being 
made. 

One thing must be said for the delega- 
tion that visited the Home Secretary with 
this dossier and the accompanying demands 
— they certainly have a nerve! 


What a nerve! 


The operettas of Gilbert and Sullivan 
are an eternal part of the British heritage. 
As such they need to be kept alive as a 
cultural institution, whatever the cost. 

The cost in fact is now estimated ata 
minimum of £50,000 and a maximum of 
£100,000 a year — required as a grant to 
subsidise the D’Oyly Carte Opera Company. 
A request for such subsidies has been made 
by the company to the Arts Council — and 
turned down. 

The Council, which dispenses more 
than £77 million of the taxpayer’s money 
annually in support, supposedly, of Britain's 
cultural life, has sought to justify its decis- 
ion by saying that the D’Oyly Carte operas 
have failed to reach “an acceptable stan- 
dard” 

This view certainly is not shared by the 
British public, which continues to pack the 
seats at Gilbert and Sullivan performances 
from year to year. Perhaps though the Arts 
Council attitude is better understood by the 
additional criticism it has made, which is 
that the operas were “unsophisticated”. 

Unlike, for instance, the play The 
Romans in Britain, with its scenes of bugg- 
ery and rape, or the tour of East Anglia by 
three men carrying a yellow pole on their 
heads — two projects among many that 
received ample Arts Council backing. 


Page three 


Extracts of a speech made by Mr. K. Harvey 
Proctor, M.P. for Basildon, to Greater London 
Young Conservative Croup 5 Area Confer- 
ence at Conservative House, 14 Tavistock 
Road, Croydon, Surrey at 3.15 pm on 
Saturday, 10th January, 1981. 


You have invited me to speak on the 
subject of immigration and repatriation. It is 
to the credit of young Conservatives that 
they are prepared to discuss such subjects 
when so many of their elders remain silent 
and when Ministers dismiss those who address 
themselves to the consequences of immig- 
ration from the New Commonwealth and 
Pakistan as purveyors of “melodrama and 
hyperbole”’. 

What are the facts? Since the election in 
1970 of a Conservative Government on a 
manifesto — ‘A Better Tomorrow’ — con- 
taining a pledge that “there will be no further 
large scale permanent immigration”, over 
half a million New Commonwealth and 
Pakistani citizens have been accepted for 
settlement. The numbers have varied from 
68,519 in 1972 to 32,247 in 1973. In 1979 
the figure was 37,047 and in the first three 
quarters of 1980 the figure was 26,580. 
These figures exclude illegal entrants (about 
1800 are usually caught each year), those 
who enter legally as students or visitors who 
overstay and disappear, those UK patrials 
returning from abroad to live in the UK and 
those small number who are regularised each 
year under the 1973 and 1977 amnesties. 
Let us say 50,000 to 60,000 a year, even 
allowing for outflows. Of course, this 
excludes foreigners from other parts of the 
world including an estimated 6,830 refugees 
from Vietnam. 

The population of New Commonwealth 
and Pakistani (NCWP) ethnic origin resident 
in Great Britain at mid-1978, including those 
partly of NCWP ancestry, is estimated to 
have accounted for nearly 3.6 per cent of 
the total population, as compared to just 
over 3.4 per cent at mid-1977 and 2.8 per 
cent at mid-1973. The officially estimated 
size of the population was over 1.9 million 
at mid-1978 compared with some 1.5 
million at mid-1973. The actual figure is 
probably nearer 3 million because of under- 
enumeration in the early years of the 
migration. 

However, the NCWP population is not 
dispersed like seeds in the wind. It is concen- 
trated in the big cities and urban 
conurbations, in the capital itself. This is 
best demonstrated, as is its future growth 
potential, by the latest percentage figures for 
births to New Commonwealth and Pakistani 
women compared with total live births. 
These are the Registrar-General’s figures for 
1979 which will shortly be published by the 
Office of Population, Censuses and Surveys. 

These figures will show that in 1979 in 
Manchester 12 per cent of the live births 
were NCWP, in Coventry the figure was 17 
per cent, in each of Birmingham, Bradford 
and Wolverhampton the figure was 27 per 
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The look that says “We're outbreeding you.” 


cent, in Leicester it was 32 per cent and in 
Greater London of 91,230 total live births, 
29,407 were NCWP or 22 per cent or more 
than one in every 5 births. Within Greater 
London the figures continue to remain even 
more startling — Wandsworth 28 per cent, 
Waltham Forest 32 per cent, Tower Hamlets 
36 per cent, Hackney 35 per cent, Haringay 
37 per cent, Newham 40 per cent, Ealing 41 
per cent and Brent 45 per cent. Increases in 
percentages on 1978 figures are recorded in 
Tower Hamlets up 5 per cent, Newham up 2 
per cent and Ealing up | per cent. 

Figures and proportions sustained at 


these levels for a generation can do no other 
than accurately reflect the composition of 
the town or area concerned. Indigenous 
population movements out of these towns 
and areas and NCWP immigration inward 
will speed the process of change to much less 
than a generation. 


JUST A FRACTION 


Although these figures include births to 
mothers of non-New Commonwealth ethnic 
origin who were, however, born in NCWP 
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countries, these are a tiny fraction. More 
significantly they do not include a rapidly 
increasing number of births to women in the 
young child bearing ages who were born in 
the UK but who are of New Commonwealth 
ethnic origin. The official estimate is vague 
but can be assessed to be about an additional 
10,000 births in 1979. Falls in the percentage 
figures will occur, as they have in 1979 com- 
pared with 1978, in Leicester 33 to 32 per 
cent and in Wandsworth 29 to 28 per cent, 
not because of fewer NCWP births but 
because more and more births are to parents 
who themselves were born here and are lost 
to the statistics as a result. They will not 
only pass out of the NCWP statistics but 
artificially inflate the non-NCWP birth 
statistics. 

For example, the 1979 figures ‘for 
England and Wales will show 82 births per 
thousand were NCWP compared with 81 
births per thousand in 1978. Taking into 
account the officially admitted under- 
estimation, the figure is 97 births per 
thousand in 1979. 

We can now see the make up of the 
increase of the NCWP population in the UK 
in 1979. From immigration 37,047, rising 
through illegal immigration and evasion to a 
minimum of 50,000, a maximum of 60,000. 
But from natural increase — live births — 
52,181 plus 10,000 for births to NCWP 
mothers themselves born in the UK, making 
a total of over 60,000. This figure will now 
increase rapidly each year. It is by natural 
increase, therefore, rather than by fresh 
immigration that the major future growth of 
the immigrant population will be achieved. 

In 1979 the population of the NCWP 
increased by more than 100,000; net 
emigration from the UK of indigenous 
British people totalled 48,000. What these 


changes portend must be a matter for judge- 


ment but faced with these facts they are not 
a matter for silence. Ministers and politicians 
must address themselves to these facts and 
give a verdict upon them. 


BREAKDOWN 


My opinion is that such changes will 
lead to a challenge to our values, traditions, 
heritage and customs, culminating in the 
breakdown of law, order and authority. It 
dwarfs every other political issue of the day 
and the indigenous population stand agog at 
the audacity of Parliament and their elected 
representatives who do not want to know. 
There are those who believe all will be well 
in the best of all possible worlds. Why 
worry? Then there are those who say, 
especially in the race relations industry, 
there will be problems but let us pass tougher 
anti-discrimination legislation or spend some 
more money, usually a lot more money. 

Let me give just two examples of these 
fallacies. Birmingham followed Bristol. A 
non stop party, whether a “shebeen” or a 
“blue” I do not know, ended in violence, 
with 150 West Indian youths and 200 police 


embattled. Four police cars were damaged 
by flying bricks and cobble stones. A police 
sergeant was treated in hospital with 12 
stitches to a head wound caused when a 
lump of concrete was thrown at him. 
Another police officer suffered a broken 
arm. A police spokesman said, “We had a 
pow wow with them and made a deal that 
we would have the man who threw the lump 
of concrete and the rest could go home 
quietly. It seems incredible — the youth who 
broke an arm has gone free — but if we had 
not done this we believe. we would have had 
a full scale riot on our hands.”” A compromise 
here, a shabby deal there and a strategic 
retreat everywhere. The universal authority 
of the police in Birmingham or elsewhere 
cannot withstand such “pow wows”! The 
breakdown of law and order is upon us; it is 
not “melodrama or hyperbole”. It is fact. 
But do not blame the police, blame the poli- 
ticians who brought about this totally 
unnecessary problem. 


SQUANDERING OF MONEY 


_ The second example concerns the 
squandering of money and my own consti- 
tuency of Basildon in Essex. A Community 
Relations Officer is to be appointed to, 
among other things, “find out the types and 
the size of ethnic minorities living in 
Southend and Basildon.” He is to be paid 
£5,000 to £6,000 a year, plus a car allowance. 
For the first two years this will be financed 
by the Commission for Racial Equality, 
which in turn is financed by the taxpayer 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH > 


What politicians call relaxation is almost always escapism, and there is no 
escape from supreme responsibility. MacDonald sitting up all night talking 
to Lady Londonderry, not because he was amorous but because he was a 
snob and liked idle talk; world leaders at the height of their responsibility 
losing a day in chasing a ball instead of taking their exercise walking in a wood 
or a garden and thinking at the same time; statesmen running around public 
and private dinner parties boozing and gassing until they reach a state of | 
physical and mental exhaustion; the better type in politics seekiny diversion 
by filling the mind with detective stories and rambling Victorian novels as 
some fill a tired stomach with sweets, instead of resting with eyes covered for 

_ the few minutes which can work an almost miraculous physical restoration — 
once the habit is acquired, or reading a classic of enduring beauty which 
elevates the spirit, or seeking the repose and inspiration of immortal music, 
now readily available. These may be the real immoralists, guiltier than the 
men who follow Nature but allow no diversion from life’s serious purpose. 
No one can enjoy life more than I do, few at times have enjoyed it so much, 
but I repeat that a Prime Minister who cannot be serious, entirely dedicated 
for the few years of his supreme responsibility, is a poor fish. The capacity to © 
be serious also requires long training, a habit of living designed for such a > 
life. Wanted, the adult mind: Shaw was right. 


(£7 million in 1980/81 estimates). The rate- 
payers of Basildon will foot the bill for an 
office and telephone. I understand Southend 
Council will provide similar facilities. This 
appointment is totally unnecessary. At a 
time of severe economic restraint it is a job 
we can all do without, as indeed we can all 
do without the Commission for Racial 
Equality itself. If that quango was to be 
abolished in 1981 it would be the best step 
that anyone could take to improve race 
relations at a stroke. 

What can be done to avert catastrophe? 
Yes, naturally, end all further NCWP 
immigration, including dependents forthwith. 
Families can more easily be reunited in their 
country of origin than here. This would 
require legislation. 

But this would not now be sufficient to 
curtail the growth of the NCWP population 
in the UK. A vigorous programme of repatri- 
ation for all those who wish to take advantage 
of it, well financed, well publicised and well 
organised is essential. Racialist? No, it’s not 
racialist for France to repatriate, or West 
Germany, or Sri Lanka, or Thailand or 
Venezuela. It’s common sense and in the 
best interests of all. No one blames the 
immigrants for coming here, and while here 
all should be treated equally before the law, 
the blame and responsibility rests with 
Governments of both parties. Shirking that 
responsibility for 30 years, each new year 
makes the problem more intractable. Our 
Conservative Government has much to do 
yet before we can, in the Prime Minister’s 
words, allay the fears that we are being 


swamped. 


Sir Oswald Mosley: M Y LIFE 
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CREATING BEDLAM FOR YOUTH 


A look at permissive attitudes to 
education by A.K.CHESTERTON 


HAT Candour has long described as the world 
conspiracy is now openly proclaimed as the 
world revolution—a term encountered almost daily 
in the world’s press. It has many aspects, but none 
more menacing than the attempt to cause chaos 
among youth and thereby wean it from the well-tried 
and proved standards of the past. This does not mean 
that everybody involved in the business is a revo- 
lutionary. The conspirators have only to create a 
trend for cranks and careerists eagerly to rush in 
and hasten its momentum. I do not know in which 
category the deputy leader of the T.abour Party 
belongs, but as a supposedly responsible leader Mr. 
Edward Short should surely not be encouraging the 
vicious attempt to demoralise the nation’s youth. 
Note should he taken of utterances hy him which, 
if not subversive, must be accounted as bordering on 
insanity. 

Speaking at the Caerleon College of Education in 
Monmouthshire he delivered himself of statements 
such as this: 

“The old, externally imposed discipline made 
children into hypocrites and liars because when 
the disciplinarian was absent, whether he was 
parent, teacher or policeman, there was no 
discipline’. 
This is a monstrous generalisation. Hypocrites and 
liars there have always been and always will be, but 
to suggest that they are the end product of discipline 
is an absurdity so manifest that it scarcely needs 
refutation. 

Mr. Short’s own scholastic idea of bringing up 
children is beautifully simple. They should be “free to 
talk and walk about as their common _ purpose 
demands,” he told his audience, without specifying 
what he meant by the demands of some hypothetical 
“common purpose’. The gain from cutting down “rule 
structures” in communities, he said, whether schools, 
colleges or universities would be ‘“‘well worth a little 
marginal chaos”. 

A little marginal chaos—it has indeed become a 
mad world when a leading politician is able to utter 
such claptrap and not be derisively hooted out of 
public life. Would Edward Short be good enough to 
‘indicate the size of the marginal chaos that could be 
called “little’. Were he in charge of a boisterous 
class of forty or fifty young hopefuls, free to talk 
and walk about as they pleased, and whose ‘‘common 
purpose” was, as it might well be, to take “the 
mickey” out of him, would he amiably sit back, 
congratulating himself that by non-intervention he 
was preventing their becoming hypocrites and liars? 
It is not credible that he could be such a fool. Why, 
then, the bilge? 

The answer is perhaps simply that Short wishes to 
cash in on the trend. His supporting argument would 
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PRODUCT OF ‘PROGRESSIVE’ EDUCATION’ 
‘Danny the Red’: Daniel Cohn-Bendit, instigator of the. 
riots that convulsed France in 1968. 


suggest nothing more serious. Here, in a nutshell, it 
is: 
“Clearly, the notion that the teacher, parent or 
the priest knows what is best for the child is 
pushed much too far in our society. The prin- 
cipal determinants of what a child truly learns are 
his own interests and his own experience.” 
It would indeed be a teacher of superhuman ingenuity 
who managed to make good sense of that fantastic 
concept. What does it mean if not that the child 
knows better than the teacher, parent or priest what 
is best, and that all they have to do is to make a 
ring for him while he proceeds to promote his own 
interests and undergo whatever experiences he con- 
siders desirable? 

This kind of rubbish is not even new. Forty years 
ago no-discipline schools were being enthusiastically 
run by pioneers such as A. S. Neill and Dora 
Russell. Bertrand Russell in his autobiography con- 
fessed that the latter experiment was a total failure, 


Contd. on opposite page 


while Neill’s books were surprisingly candid about 
what went on in his establishment. One incident I 
remember is that, when his wife lay dying in the 
house, he asked some rowdy pupils—if pupils they 
could be called—to make things easier for her by 
being less noisy. Their response was to show their 
independence, which they did by stepping up the row 
to yelling point. 


SINISTER 


What makes the present trend so sinister is that 
even as things are, with discipline still supposedly 
enforced, conditions in many educational establish- 
ments—especially comprehensive schools—are such 
that keeping order has become a farce. Only too often 
the bullies in the class dominate both class-mates and 
luckless teachers. The latter, either from their own 
weakness of character or because of lack of support 
from above, have long since given up the notion that 
their job is to impart knowledge, and are content if 
they can keep their classes more or less intact until 
the bell sounds their release. Chaotic though such a 
state of affairs undoubtedly is, there is at least the 
saving grace that those subjected to this “little” 
marginal chaos deplore it. Were they, and were their 
charges, trained to act on the assumption that the 
children were free to walk around the class-room and 
talk to their hearts’ content about some ‘‘common 
purpose’’, without reference to the teacher’s require- 
ments, then the result would be sheer Bedlam. 


Violence would be enthroned and youth made service- 
able for the cause of world revolution. 


I do not suppose that Edward Short has the least 
idea that he supports such motives, but here more 
than in any other sphere of public life ignorance is 
no excuse for folly. A man aspiring to participate in 
government, even though he may lack all sense of 
history, should at least be able to read the signs of 
the times. Was Mr. Short sunk deep in coma when 
a certain Cohn-Benditt spread revolt from Nanterre to 
the Sorbonne, whence it surged, under the inane title 
of “Student Power’, to almost every university in 
the Western world? Is he unaware of the innumer- 
able “sit-ins”, with students and their more 
frenetical mentors making pests of themselves by thus 
demonstrating with their posteriors to bring all work 
to a standstill? If so, he would know nothing of the 
extension of this lunatic movement to what was 
called “Sixth Form Power” and _ thereafter to 
truculent school children of all grades who _ pro- 
ceeded to ‘“waik and talk as their common purpose 
demands”, not in their class-rooms but in Hyde Park 
and the streets of London, protesting against 
Heaven knows what and relishing the devoted 
attention of the B.B.C.’s television cameras. 

The lunacy has now reached a stage where the 
Edward Shorts in the land—those who are not con- 
niving at the political contamination of youth and the 
destruction of the nation—must wake up and face 
present facts and what these facts portend. Let them 
for a start pay heed to a plan incubated by militants 
at York, Aston, Reading and Bath Universities (repre- 


senting more than 12,000 students) and placed before 
a National Union of Students’ Conference. The plan 
demands that violence and vandalism, without. let, 
hindrance or punishment, should be accorded as a 
right to Britain’s half million students. It expresses 
the view that they would be justified in smashing 
anyone or anybody standing athwart their path. 

Particular tareets are named—college authorities 
who try to restrict them, “fascists and racists”, and 
dons who do research for the Ministry of Defence. 
Reference to the research workers clearly reveals the 
Communist motif. Aston representatives to the con- 
ference argue that the distinction between violence 
to property and to persons is “largely academic” (a 
quaint idea) and that in any case “democratic 
decisions taken by students are likely to be impeded 
by violence.” 

Reading students for their part put forward the 
proposal that state-paid funds should be used to 
defend anyone “picked on” (the British taxpayer, 
already footing the bill for the education of the brats, 
is now required to be taken for a non-stop gallop 
because of their lawlessness!) They go on to say that 
if academic work suffers from their demonstrations 
that will be “too bad”, but “unavoidable”. It is not 
to be supposed that our country as yet is so far 
sunk in decadence as to enfranchise these hoodlums 
to run amok and smash anyone or anything they 
please. The menace lies in their being able to present 
their thuggish aims in the form of a serious resolution 
to be debated by the National Union of Students. It 
shows how rapidly madness is encroaching on 
institutions established to serve as centres of 
enlightenment. 

Taken in conjunction with the disorders rampant 
in so many schools and universities throughout the 
land, the lack of calibre of so many whose job it is 
to maintain order, and the pathetic leniency of so 
many magistrates in bending over backwards to pass 
sentences which are a mere pretence at punishment, 
the call of a man in Edward Short’s position, not for 
a general tightening up of discipline but for its 
diminution to vanishing point, is seen to be wildly 
irresponsible and damaging—the greatest possible 
disservice to the nation and its youth. 

On some such charge was Socrates condemned to 
death. Mr. Short may be in no fear of so drastic a 
fate, but as he is, however unknowingly, helping 
to promote a full-scale revolution, he should bear in 
mind that the Mensheviks were the first victims of 
the Bolshevist terror. Revolutionary attitudes feed 
upon such dicta, and for Short to address his 
pestiferous remarks to a college entrusted with the 
training of teachers, thereby fortifying and extend- 
ing these attitudes, was an abominable disservice to 
the British people who pay his salary. 

The time has come for Britons to declare on whose 
side they stand—the side of anarchy leading to 
violent revolution, or the side of law, order and 
good sense. 


This article first appeared in 1971 in the newsletter CANDOUR of 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants to whom we give acknowledgements. 


Page seven 


BLACK AFRICA 
and the 


WSST INDISS 


THE MAP by Dr. Arno Peters of Bremen 
University and shown here, is claimed to 
depict the world’s land-masses in accurate 
proportion to their measured areas. The 
more familiar projection as used in British 
atlases is that designed by Mercator in 
1569; it enlarges the areas nearer the poles 
and compresses the equatorial regions. That 
was a necessary compromise in the depiction 
of the surface of a slightly-distorted sphere 
in two dimensions,..while displaying the 
northern latitudes as clearly as possible, a 
feature vital to travellers and traders, whose 
main concern was that their maps be useable 
in straight-line compass course plotting. This 
cannot be done on Peters’ projection. 

Dr. Peters, a professor of history, gave 
Now! magazine (12.10.79) his own radical 
interpretation of Mercator’s common-sense 
cartography: “This geographical view of the 
world is designed to eternalise the personal 
overestimation of the white man, in 


particular the European, while keeping 
coloured peoples conscious of _ their 
impotence.” His new map, and its justifi- 


cation, though much admired by Willy 
Brandt (alias Herbert Frahm) and organis- 
ations such as Christian Aid, is not so highly 
rated by most British geographers. But, 
liberal-radicals and third-world denigrators 
of the European achievement are profuse in 
their endorsement of Peters’ work. Mr. 
Khalid Hassan, associate editor of the Third 
World Quarterly (London) was quoted as 
commenting: “The old maps symbolise the 
disparities which exist between the poor and 
rich countries. The new map dramatically 
and immediately brings home the realities of 
the world. We hope it will be internationally 
recognised.” 

The International Geographers’ Union 
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has praised it; many schools in Europe 
already use it. One supposes that Peters’ map 
will eventually be imposed upon British 
schools. But such imposition could prove 
advantageous to the cause of British 
Nationalism. It does bring home the realities 
— look at the other map, which is a depiction 
of countries not sized in relation to land- 
area, but according to total population. 
Britain is clearly overpopulated in relation to 
its material resources. Yet, we have to share 
our land with over three million non- 
European immigrants, and more arrive daily 
from abroad and from within. 


MILITANT 


Note that the negroes, who in Britain 
are adopting an increasingly militant Rasta- 
Afro cultural and political orientation, have 
a vast continent — the focus of their loyalty 
and professed aspirations — at their disposal, 
millions of square miles constantly declared 
“black” lands, not to be usurped by the 
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presence of other races. Considering the 
great natural and mineral resources of 
Africa, it is insane that the negro peoples of 
the Caribbean and of Africa are allowed, 
indeed encouraged, to flood into Britain. 

Our criticial socio-economic climate 
requires radical Nationalist measures to 
salvage our nation’s future, even without 
millions of socially divisive and unassimilable 
aliens to cope with. It is to the advantage of 
certain international business interests to 
preclude the solidarity of the British and 
European peoples in opposition to their 
increasingly dictatorial controls over politics 
and the economy. But they also gain by 
reserving the African continent for their 
future exploitation. The return of negroes 
from the Western world, familiar with their 
modes of underhand operation, would hardly 
be welcomed by such interested parties. 

Black Africa is wholly dependent upon 
imported technology. Its development as per 
the Brandt Plan would place the aiding, 
developed nations deeper in debt to the 
World Bank and IMF (privately-owned 
organisations) for the billions of pounds 
channelled through these agencies into 
grossly cost-ineffective African enterprises. 
It is also designed to draw the African 
people into similar debt, as such aid would 
inevitably stimulate borrowing from, and 
subservience to, the international financiers, 
not to mention further destroying both 
localised and worldwide ecological balances 
by irresponsible developments based upon 
the principles of liberalism rather than those 
of commonsense and science. The conse- 
quences of such abdication of responsibility 
may be seen in all too many of our own 
British inner-city areas. 

Negro repatriation would be beneficial 
to both the European and African peoples; in- 
an environment more conducive to their 
psychological and physiological require- 
ments, those who returned could develop 
themselves to their fullest potential, which 
by their own statement they cannot achieve 
in what some people call a “multiracial” 
Britain. At the same time, they could 
contribute to the advancement of their 
natural homeland: Africa, the empty 


continent. CLIFF MORRISON 


Spearhead is most grateful to those who have donated money to 
enable it to clear certain special debts. We still, however, need money to 
cover our ordinary running expenses, which are increasing all the time. 

We have suffered a considerable drop in circulation as a result of 


recent internal divisions in the National Front. It is also a fact that many 
of our old readers have been forced to discontinue their subscriptions due 
to such factors as unemployment, short-time, etc. 

We hope that you will continue to send us the ammunition to enable 
us to continue. Please make your cheques and postal orders out to 
Spearhead and send them to 52 Westbourne Villas, Hove, Sussex. 


THE KIND OF BRITAIN 


‘WANT 


A glimpse into the future 
by JOHN TYNDALL 


LIVING as we do in times of national decline 
and regression, we who write in this journal - 
are bound to use language much of which 
has the flavour of the negative and destruc- 
tive. Inevitably, we find much more in the 
contemporary world of which we disapprove 
than of which we approve, and if we are to 
serve as a chronicle of what is happening, as 
distinct from that which we should like to 
happen, we must constantly attack and 
knock down. We are after all, in the context 
of today, a voice of opposition. 

This makes it all the more necessary, 
from time to time, to stand back from the 
routine exercise of criticising, exposing and 
demolishing and make a reaffirmation of the 
positive ideals for which we fight, of the 
constructive part of our outlook; to say 
what we are for rather than what we are 
against. 

This month I propose to do just this. 
What I hope to communicate is a personal, 
rather than a party, vision of the nation that 
l wish one day to see in Britain and which I 
resolve shall be handed down to my descen- 
dants. It is the natjon that I have worked 
and struggled for over 24 years of political 
activity and which for a good deal longer — 
in fact since childhood — has been the focus 
of my dreams and hopes. 

I say ‘personal’ not in order to claim 
any special monopoly of the ideals I hold 
but because I believe that all such visions of 
the better society are the product of an 
individual desire and sentiment. What in due 
course becomes party policy is no more than 
the sum total of a collection of such indi- 
vidual outlooks which are found to be more 
or less similar. 


VISION 

Every political belief that I have ever 
held stems from a vision of Britain that I 
formed as quite a small boy, sometime 
during the turbulent years of World War II. 
Exactly what stimulated this vision it is 
difficult now to say. It may have come from 
a reading of modern history, in which I was 
always passionately interested even at that 
age. It may have been helped by impressions 
gained from maps, study of which was equally 


a boyhood enthusiasm, and which I recall 
imprinted vividly on my young mind the 
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contrast between the small area occupied by 
the British Isles and the vastness of the British 
Empire. I may also have been influenced, 
even though only subconsciously, by the 
wartime atmosphere in which patriotism and 
military valour, as always in such times, 
seemed to loom larger in the popular mind 
than normally. 

Whatever the cause, I remember a 
conviction forming in my mind that in being 
born British I was privileged to belong to a 
nation and race that had played a uniquely 
great part in human affairs and which in 
consequence must be considered endowed 
with qualities of an exceptionally high order. 

From this conviction, certain principles 
and imperatives began to form. The first was 
that a great and mighty destiny belonged to 
the British race and that it was the duty of 
every member of that race to enhance and 
promote, or at the very least not to hinder, 
that destiny. It seemed self-evident to me 
that as heirs to a great heritage we were a 
people of whom more was demanded than 
of the run-of-the-mill nations of the world, 
that certain standards were expected of us 
and that there was national dishonour in our 
failing to meet such standards. The sort of 
society that we should create in Britain 
should be one in which, underlying the day- 
to-day pursuits of work and leisure, there 
was a spirit of grandeur and heroism, which 
constantly sought new frontiers to conquer 
in every field of human endeavour, which 
represented a promethian striving into the 
infinite. — 


British explorers, empire-builders, soldiers 
and sailors, scientists and inventors were my 
foremost heroes, as these seemed to embody 
the personality of my race in all the positive 
aspects in which I understood it. This was 
not intended to be a denigration of those 
other compatriots who had _ rendered 
wonderful services to their country and to 
mankind in less spectacular ways; it was 
only a recognition that without the work of 
primary heroes, who had been the instru- 
ments of national expansion and prosperity, 
secondary heroes, including those many who 
had dedicated their lives to improving the 
condition of their fellow »umans, would 
have operated under the handicap of much 
reduced resources and opportunity. 

In due course I became acquainted with 
the ethics of liberalism, whose custom it is 
to deride the great creative, expansionist and 
conquering impulses that reside in certain 
nations — as something to be seen in conflict 
with the more important and virtuous 
impulses towards humanitarian works. But I 
have never accepted the premise of such a 
conflict; on the contrary I recognise that 
everything that has become possible in the 
realm of human care and improvement has 
in the first place owed the possibilities it 
enjoys to the endeavours of men whose 
primary urge was to climb the mountains of 
human achievement and to enlarge the area 
of human capabilities — sometimes indeed 
by methods of war and violence, which 
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involved temporary human suffering but 
which in the process created opportunity 
whereby in the long run there was to come 
much more human benefit. 

Is it not a fact that today we have got 
these priorities upside down? The great 
nations of the West, in a common orgy of guilt- 
ridden sentiment, have made it their duty to 
limit their expansion, politically, economi- 
cally and demographically, in order 
supposedly to provide more for the wretched 
millions of the ‘Third World’. This is pictured 
as a great humanitarian gesture,-whereas in 
fact it is the very opposite in its effects; as 
the balance of population and resources 
shifts away from those races able to build 
and provide and towards those races that 
require to be provided for, the sum total of 
human misery becomes greater rather than 
less — more wretched and hungry mouths to 
feed and less of the resources, brains and 
creative power necessary to feed them. 

At the time probably more by instinct 
than by any empirical reasoning, I think I 
perceived these truths at a quite early age, 
and from thereon formed a view of the 
world that later took shape in the way of a 
very definite political outlook. It was a view 
which recognised the necessity for nationalism 
and imperialism and which was in conflict 
with everything represented by liberalism. 

Individual nature no doubt played a 
part in this. I am by natural inclination a 
person whose first love is for the vital and 
the strong, both at the-individual and the 
collective national level. This is not because 
of any callous disregard for those people or 
nations whom fate has made feeble; it is a 
simple acknowledgement that only through 
the labours and the achievement of strong, 
fit and capable individuals and races can any 
basis for general human betterment exist, 
including a care for the less fortunate 
amongst us. I believe that the instinct of all 
healthy individuals in this world is the same, 
although today it is concealed by much 
hypocrisy and lack of candour due to the 
guilt-feeling induced by the false ideals to 
which our Western societies are enslaved. 


SOCIAL PRIORITIES 


I therefore make no bones about what 
I see as the social priorities in the Britain in 
which I believe. They are that the nation 
should produce as many as possible of those 
people who belong to the most vigorous and 
capable stocks amongst us. This is not just a 
matter of preserving the indigenous race 
against foreign racial encroachment; it is 
equally a matter of ensuring that the best 
elements in the British race reproduce them- 
selves to the maximum extent. Of all the 
emotions that I feel about humanity, the 
strongest emotion is that of concern that our 
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population quality, with all that is meant by 
that term, should go up rather than down, 
that the best of humanity should thrive and 
multiply. 

I will not here delve into the complexities 
of social welfare, still less attempt to produce 
a social welfare programme for Britain, for 
that is the task of party political manifestos. 
Let me just say that to me the goal of all 
social organisation, welfare and justice within 
a nation remains always the same: to produce 
that form of social order that is most con- 
ducive to the continuing life of the nation as 


.a strong and vital racial entity. This means 


above all the nurturing within the nation of 
all its most valuable racial elements. Other 
social objectives have their place and should 
not be disregarded, and among these should 
be a care for the less fortunate of society, 
but none of these objectives should ever be 
pursued in a manner that may prejudice this 
first objective and first priority. We will not 
help the weak by pulling down the strong. 

Growing up in post-war Britain, I came 
in due course to see all around me the contrast 
between the grand picture that I had had of 
my nation’s place in history and the reality 
of its present world position, which seemed 
to be one of ever declining status, power and 
influence. Then looking within British society 
I became struck by the equal contrast 
between my ideal of a proud imperial race, 
dedicated to excellence in all human stan- 
dards and bound by ethics of national honour 
and dignity, and the increasingly shabby, 
slovenly and second-rate levels of performance 
with which so many of my fellow country- 
men were becoming content. 

It was very soon clear that these contrasts 
were the product of a rot at the top. Every 
grouping of people responds, for better or 
for worse, to the standards set by its leaders, 
and if those leaders are no longer inspired by 
high ideals and objectives this lack of inspir- 
ation will communicate itself down to the 
common populace. The result will inevitably 
be decadence. 

A primary condition, therefore, of the 
type of Britain that I want to see one day 
emerge must be that there should be a revo- 
lutionary change in both the type of our 
national leadership and in the ideals and 
values to which it is dedicated. That dedication 
must be first of all to the pursuit of national 
excellence and greatness. It must recognise 
the central reality of the world we live in, 
which is that of a never-ending competition 
and struggle between national states — 
survival in which can only be guaranteed by 
the implements and practices of national 
power. 


IMPERIAL IDEA 


I wrote earlier of the necessity for 
imperialism. The fact that the British Empire 
into which my generation was born has now 
to all practical purposes been eliminated has 
not in the slightest changed this necessity; it 
merely forces us to devise a new form in 


which the imperial destiny of the British 
peoples may again find expression. The basis 
for this new imperialism must be the British 
people’s ethnic link with what is best known 
as the ‘Anglo-Saxon World’. 

I have never been able to feel that a man 
is any the less my compatriot because he or 
one of his ancestors sailed across the oceans 
to transplant our Anglo-Saxon (or perhaps 
more appropriately named Anglo-Celtic) 
civilisation in another continent. What 
matters to me is the ethnic tie, and this 
totally transcends any momentary status of 
citizenship that a person may have by reason 
of living in a particular territory and under 
a particular political dispensation. Many of 
the so-called ‘nations’ of the world today are 
anyway increasingly unviable entities, coming 
apart at the seams as they are by conflicting 
ethnic aspirations — our own country now 
being one of them, with its huge urban 
populations of Black and Brown residents. A 
purely United Kingdom ‘nationalism’ is 
ridiculous when one considers that about. 
two-thirds of the world’s population of 
British stock resides outside the United 
Kingdom. Only a pan-British, or Anglo-Celtic, 
ethnic nationalism can have any meaning for 
a true native of this country with a sense of 
racial identity and race pride. 

The Britain in which I wish eventually 
to live, and which I wish my descendants to 
inherit, will be one inhabited solely by people 
of the English, Scottish, Welsh and Irish 
strains that have gone to make up the great 
British Folk — plus those small numbers of 
kindred Europeans living here who can be 
harmoniously integrated with us so as to 
become pure Britons within one or two 
generations. 

And this Britain will be linked by a 
system of strong political, economic and 
cultural bonds with those vast areas of Anglo- 
Celtic folk settlement around the world — 
making for a union of such strength that no 
power on earth will be able to threaten it, and 
of such wealth and resources as to guarantee 
prosperity and expansion for at least the 
next 1,000 years. 


LEADERSHIP 


I spoke earlier of the type of national 
leadership that I want to see and the ideals 
and values to which it should be dedicated. 
That we should achieve leadership of this 
calibre, and that it should be dedicated to 
those ideals and values described, is of much 
greater importance than the matter of how 
we should achieve it and how it should 
operate once it has been achieved. To me, 
methods of government have never been 
questions of sacred principle. I am not 
prepared to fight to the death in defence of 
‘democracy’, anymore than I am prepared to 
do so in defence of autocracy. I am interested 
in good government and I am against bad 
government. That is all that matters. 
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In looking through history for examples 
of good government, I am guided solely by 
the evidence of what particular governments 
have achieved for their peoples; whether 
they have brought national success or failure, 
strength or weakness, prosperity or poverty, 
stability or instability, whether they have 
provided the conditions for the creation of 
high culture or low culture. This is the only 
mature way to judge the merits of govern- 
ments and of systems of government. Any 
other way is childish and inane — and most 
childish and inane is the disposition to judge 
governments according to abstract principles 
and philosophies. 

From this study of history I am bound 
to say that the greatest periods of develop- 
ment in all the great nations have been those 
in which there prevailed decidedly less in the 
way of democratic institutions and practices 
than those prevailing today. Sometimes these 
periods were dominated by great kings, some- 
times by dictators, sometimes by aristocracies 
either of birth or of merit. I can see no 
historical example of any nation enjoying its 
greatest flowering and achievement under a 
system approximating to the type of mass- 
franchised ‘liberal’ democracy that is in 
ascendancy practically everywhere in the 
Western World in the 1980s. 

Many autocratic regimes have been 
rotten and corrupt, but, as has been so 
superbly elucidated by Anthony Ludovici in 
The specious origins of liberalism, this is no 
argument for democracy but merely for the 
replacement of a bad leadership class by a 
good leadership class. He might have added 
“by any means necessary”. 

I make no attempt in this article to 
prescribe a precise system of government for 
this country because that ‘question comes 
outside the article’s terms of reference. 
Suffice to say that I believe that to obtain 
leadership of the quality needed to raise this 
country back to its formerly great standards 
we must be prepared to accept a form of 
government decidedly more authoritative and 
less ‘liberal’ than that to which we have been 
accustomed for very many years. 

This brings us into the realm of the 
questions of individual freedom that have 
always been in the forefront of political 
debate in this country, and will prompt the 
question: how free or unfree do you want 
British society to be? 

Freedom can be looked at in three 
ways: first there is national freedom; next 
there is political freedom; finally there is 
private freedom. 

There can be no higher priority than 
national freedom. That the nation should be 
sovereign master of itself, in control of its 
affairs and destiny, and secure against any 
threats to its freedom by foreign powers, is 
the ultimate imperative. No freedom for 
individuals within a nation is justified if it 
prejudices the freedom of the nation itself 
to exist. 

Private freedom is a desirable ideal. The 
right of a man or woman to live their own 
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lives as they wish seems to me to be a 
cornerstone of civilised society. I believe in 
treating people who have attained adulthood 
as if they were adults, and this means that 
we should avoid intrusion in their private 
affairs by the State acting as ‘Nanny’. 

The classic liberal definition of the 
desirable amount of individual freedom is 
“freedom to do what one wishes so long as it 
does not harm others”. I would add to that 
definition and say “ . . . so long as it does 
not harm others or lessen one’s own fitness 
and value as a member of the nation’”’. 

What of political freedom? Straightaway 
let me say that I do not take the view, as 
liberals do, that this is a self-evident good. 
Hardly one person in a thousand in the 
population really understands, or even 
wishes to understand, political questions. 
Politics and statesmanship are a_ highly 
developed art and science which require 
considerable study and experience. In that 
respect they are no different from the 
professions of medicine, the law, engineering, 
military command or the piloting of a large 
civil aircraft. 

In the realm of medicine, do we recog- 
nise the right of every amateur dabbler in 
first-aid to perform a complex surgical 
operation in which the life of the patient can 
be in the balance? Do we allow any Tom, 
Dick or Harry to take control of a jet airliner 


with a hundred or so people on board? Do 
we permit an unqualified mechanic or 
engineer to design and build a great bridge? 
Such ideas are absurd. 

And yet the political ‘freedoms’ that are 
enshrined in the institution of liberal demo- 
cracy are basically no different from these 
absurdities. They amount to the placing of 
the destinies of great nations, which include 
sometimes the life-or-death decisions of war 
and peace, in the hands of people no more 
qualified to understand or decide them than 
the examples I have mentioned in the 
preceding paragraph. 

I therefore cannot regard political 
freedom, as extended to every member of 
the population regardless of knowledge or 
competence, as an automatic good. Such 
freedom is desirable to the extent that he to 
whom it is given is capable of using it in the 
public interest. 

Let me summarise what I consider to be 
the desirable amount of individual freedom 
by saying that it should be sufficiently great 
to give scope to the expression of the 
individual’s own personality and talents but 
not so great as to impair national cohesion, 
discipline, morality, law, order and security. 


MORE IMPORTANT 


Far more important to the ordinary 
man and woman than political freedom is 
the chance to do a decent job for a decent 
wage, to live in a decent house in a decent 
neighbourhood, to be well fed and clothed 
and to have their children well fed and 
clothed, to enjoy agreeable amenities for 
leisure and security in their old age, to be 
protected by the law and to enjoy sanctity 
of property. From an early age I have cared 
deeply that the British people should have 
these things. 

In doing so I am of course no different 
from many millions of others, and, as with a 
great many others, my concern with such 
questions first led me to look with some 
favourable interest towards socialism. 

That was in the early 1950s. I well 
remember in those days devouring the 
socialist ‘classics’, eagerly seeking the 
solutions to the questions of poverty and 
squalor that troubled me so much. At first, 
the socialist solutions seemed attractive, and 
for a time I was willing to admit to being 
some sort of socialist. 

But further study, observation and 
thought convinced me that socialism, at least 
as the term is defined on the political left, 
did not provide the answer to these questions. 
In fact the more I pursued the theories and 
ideals of British socialism the more irrelevant 
did I find them to the real problems to 
which they were supposed to be addressed. 

Basically, the conclusion that I came to 
was that socialism might postulate certain 
desirable ends but was totally ill-equipped 
and unprepared in the way of the necessary 
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means. 

The first foundations for the improve- 
ment in the condition of the British people, 
as I came to see them, were: (1) A strong 
and secure Britain; enjoying access to the 
great resources of Empire and Common. 
wealth and utilising that Empire. and 
Commonwealth to provide markets for 
British industry and trade; (2) Strong and 
efficient government and administration in 
Britain itself, which brought to ,every 
problem area the dynamic leadership 
necessary to the problem and which con- 
ferred upon those dealing with problems the 
power and the means to act; (3) A vigorously 
competitive society that provided to every 
individual the incentive to work hard and 
irhprove himself; (4) A better, fitter and 
more intelligent and resourceful population. 

In due course I came to see that the 
entire psychology and organisation of 
socialism in this country were hopelessly ill- 
adapted to these necessities. Instead of a 
great and strong Britain, socialism desired a 
small and weak Britain; instead of strong and 
efficient government, socialism desired 
vacillation and chaos in government; instead 
of action, socialism desired talk; instead of 
competition and incentive, socialism desired 
featherbedding and disincentive; far from 
aiming -at population quality, socialism 
thought only of equality. 

The result? After more than half a 
century in which socialist governments have 
been in power about half the time, we still 
have appalling poverty, squalor, social and 
economic backwardness, slums and filth over 
large areas of Britain. 

Like millions, I want this to change. I 
want to see an end to slums and to poverty. 
I want to see clean, tidy and beautiful towns 
and cities. I want to see work for all. I want 
to see all classes prosperous and contented. 

But I know that these things are quite 
impossible by the ideas and methods of the 
political left, just as they are impossible by 
the ideas and methods of the traditional and 
orthodox right. They will never be achieved 
until there is a revolutionary change in the 
British body politic by which the means to 
achieve them are created and accepted. 

Our opponents will of course scream 
and howl that such changes as I am advo- 
cating amount to ‘fascism’. Well let them 
scream and howl! I don’t give a damn what 
name they give to such policies; [ am 
concerned only that the policies are right 
and that all contrary policies have failed. 


BEAUTY 


I spoke just now of beautiful towns and 
cities, and I feel I should at this point 
elaborate on the question of beauty. 

The creation and protection of beauty 
all around us should be a primary aim of 
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political leadership — of this I am convinced. 

Some lip service to this principle is paid 
by the importance that has now been given 
in politics to environmental questions, but it 
seems to me that the principle is honoured 
more in the wish than in the achievement. 
As we talk more and more about our environ- 
ment, our environment gets worse. 

We in Britain are blessed with one of the 
most beautiful countries in the world. I 
know of no other country in which there is a 
richer combination of natural and man-made 
beauty. 

But this heritage of beauty could be 
greater still if society was dedicated 
sufficiently to the ideal of beauty in all its 
forms. 

Almost. everyone hates the hideous 
aspect of our modern towns and cities, with 
their shapeless blocks of concrete and 
ghastly sculpture. Yet there seems to be a 
mood of total impotence when it comes to 
doing anything about it. 

This appalling urban design is one of the 
by-products of ‘artistic freedom’. What 
artistic freedom means, in effect, is licence 
to a small clique of art-snobs living in ivory 
towers to impose their tastes upon the 
populace. What we see as the result in archi- 
tecture is only the same as the results that 
can be seen in painting, music and many 
other art forms. Everywhere ugliness has 
taken over. 

I make this confession: I am no 
champion of artistic freedom. 

On the contrary, I recognise that almost 
all the greatest glories in European art and 
culture are the product of ages in which 
there was almost no artistic freedom as we 
know it today. Artists, architects, musicians, 
poets, novelists, dramatists and others were 
obliged to work within boundaries laid down 
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BRITAIN’S HERITAGE 


by leading arbiters of taste in State and 
Church. 

Like other freedoms discussed earlier, 
artistic freedom is to be evaluated in terms 
of the results it produces, and the results it 
has produced in contemporary Britain and 
the Western World are an abomination of 
true art. 

I want to see the great glories of 
European art return and to achieve their 
renaissance here in Britain, so that we may 
again see a flowering of beauty throughout 
our land. I see no possibility of this 
happening except by means of a cultural 
revolution, and if intolerance of artistic 
trash is a necessary commodity in the 
carrying out of such a revolution then let us 
accept that and get on with it. 

I would say one last word about beauty. 
It is my observation that all societies dedi- 
cated to the ideal of the beautiful have 
recognised the central importance. of human 
beauty in this scheme. 

And we cannot consider the question of 
human beauty without coming to the 
question of Race. 

In my view, it is not coincidental that 
our contemporary ‘liberal’ society’s disregard 
of the value of race goes hand-in-hand with 
its production of sculptures that depict the 
human form in the most revoltingly dis- 
figured presentations. The works of Epstein 
and Moore only represent that society’s 
human ideal. 

Contrast these monstrosities with the 
products of unquestionably the greatest 
modern sculptor, the German Arno Brecker, 
which reproduce the human form in those 
pure and noble proportions achieved by the 
ancient Greek, Roman and Renaissance 
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Under threat from ‘developers’ 


sculptors. 

Brecker was himself in turn a product of 
a society that was dedicated to human 
beauty through the medium of race, and in 
his creations there was reflected that society’s 
contrasting human ideal. 

In a Britain of the future dedicated to 
beauty in all its forms, our first aim must be 
that this beauty should be reflected in the 
faces, bodies and minds of those people who 
populate Britain. Our art and environment 
will in due course mirror such a people. As 
Disraeli said, race is all. 


WHAT PRIORITY PEACE? 


Before concluding this picture of Britain 
that is my ideal, I should cover one final 
field that has not so far been covered. This 
relates to the question of what priority I give 
to peace. How important to me is it that 
Britain is part of a world at peace? To what 
extent should Britain be dedicated to world 
peace? 

All mature statesmanship strives to 
maintain a state of peace for as much of the 
time as possible. At the same time it 
recognises the practical limits to the world 
peace ideal and the fact that peace, though 
high on the list of priorities, is not the first 
priority. 

We may as well recognise it: the political 
map of the world today and the resources 
available to the respective nations are things 
that have been brought about pre-eminently 
by war, violence, conquest and the prepared- 
ness to sacrifice lives. So also, within these 
nations, are the institutions under which 
their peoples live, whether those institutions 
be considered good or bad. To my mind, 
those people who designate war as an absolute 
evil are denying the whole basis on which 
rests their present enjoyment of food, living 
space, rights and protection under the law. 

There is therefore, to me, neither any 
sense nor any moral justification in our 
denying to the nation in which we live the 
capacity to wage war — nor indeed to the 
state under which we live the capacity and 
the right to use force in the defence of civil 
order. 

These and other considerations convince 
me that the use of force can never in itself 
be wrong; all that can be wrong are the 
purposes for which force is sometimes used. 

We may get a wide concensus of agree- 
ment to the proposition that if our country 
is invaded we are justified in using force in 
its defence — all but a few idiotic cranks 
would support this proposition. 

The issue of war and peace would of 
course be simple if it ended there, but it 
does not. Further consideration of the 
matter poses two questions:— 

(a) Given that defence against external 
aggression is necessary, how much priority. in 
the allocation of national resources are we 
willing to give to preparation for that 
defence? 

(b) Are we prepared to extend the 


concept of national defence from that of a 
mere defence of our national territory to 
one of a defence of what we conceive to be 
our essential national interests? And, if so, 
are we prepared in this extended concept of 
defence to take offensive action? 

To question (b) the answer should, to 
my mind, undoubtedly be Yes! Had we not 
given this answer throughout history, the 
British people simply would not have survived 
in any acceptable form. This is not to say 
that offensive action is always right, only 
that the decision to take it is not a matter of 
morality but of tactics. 

To question (a) the answer must be that 
much priority that is dictated by the lessons 
of our history, taking into account the 
extended concept of defence that is implicit 
in the answer to question (b). 

When all these things have been con- 
sidered, I am in no doubt that it is necessary 
to the survival of Britain that we give a much 
higher place than we have done in the past 
to the importance of national military 
strength and therefore to that of the main- 
tenance of permanently strong military insti- 
tutions, of which National Service is merely 
a first prerequisite. 

I say this because National Service as an 
institution will be almost totally useless 
unless it is backed up by the united will of 
the whole nation to maintain a climate con- 
ducive to strong armament. To this purpose 
the whole of the resources of mass media 
and education, as well as politics, must be 
mobilised. 

No effective national defence, whether 
in the narrow sense of national territory or 
the broader sense of national interests, is 
possible if a large part of our population 
grows up and is educated in an atmosphere 
of pacifism and then is required, sometimes 
when the enemy is at the door, suddenly to 
transform itself into something resembling 
an army. The psychological adjustment 
required in a short time is too great, as are 
the skill and expertise necessary to handle 
modern weapons and equipment. 

By pure good luck, Britain has in modern 
times been rescued from this predicament by 
the fact of belonging to international alliances 
able to prevail over the enemy eventually by 
sheer weight of numbers and _ industrial 
power. It would be folly to assume that such 
luck will always favour us in the future, and 
so we are faced with the only practical alter- 
native, which is to build a nation permanently 
ready to fight for its freedom and interests 
at any time by reliance upon its own 
resources of men and material. 


‘MILITARISM’ 


No doubt this statement will invite from 
some quarters the accusation that what I am 
proposing amounts to ‘militarism’. Well, let 
me say a word about this term. 

It is of course an emotive term that has 
been skilfully exploited by the enemies of 
nations, without and within, in order to im- 


mobilise those nations, and the technique 
used in this process has always been to depict 
‘militarism’ in terms of exaggeration to the 
point at which it appears in the form of 
caricature. The caricature is then equally 
skilfully projected in films, TV and radio 
programmes, books and newspaper articles 
with the object of repelling the intended 
victims from anything and everything 
suggested by the term ‘military’. In this way 
are nations softened up for conquest. 

Of course militarism can be taken to 
extremes at which little else exists in a 
nation’s life and society becomes nothing 
more than a gigantic barracks in which 
soldierly prowess is almost the sole object of 
endeavour, with men expected only to 
become soldiers and women expected only 
to breed soldiers. Such a condition is 
theoretically possible. 

But looking at the societies that over the 
past century or so have been labelled 
‘militarist’ I cannot say that I have found 
them lacking in other qualities and achieve- 
ments, or indeed in refinements of the 
human spirit. Nor, come to that, do I find 
evidence that their peoples have necessarily 
become soulless automatons, without 
individuality, without individual flair and 
even genius, or without the capacity and 
means to enjoy life and be happy. 

What seems tobe the case is that these 
societies have earned the ‘militarist’ tag by 
doing nothing more than accord to military 
strength and capability that degree of impor- 
tance necessary to achieve national security 
and internal cohesion. 

‘Militarist’? no doubt they have been in 
the eyes of those ‘liberal’ societies that have 
neglected military preparedness to the point 
of national impotence, but I do not consider 
the judgement of these latter societies to be 
worth very much. 

It seems to me that what they designate 
as ‘militarism’ amounts to nothing more 
than a manly facing up to national obligations 
and responsibilities, underlying which is 
simply a manly recognition that there are 
certain things in this world for which one 
has to be prepared to fight. 

On the other hand, our liberal horror of 
‘militarism’ seems to me to stem from what 
is at root an effeminate (not to be confused 
with feminine) cowardice in the face of such 
realities and simple dislike of the virile ethics 
and customs of the soldier’s code. 

I would observe that the moral weakness 
lying at the bottom of the ‘anti-militarist’ 
attitudes of liberal societies has ramifications 
for those societies far beyond lack of 
readiness for war; it is a moral weakness 
liable to impinge on practically everything 
such societies think and do. In contrast, in 
those societies in which military qualities are 
strong those same qualities can be brought 
to bear upon every problem and every 
challenge that the nation meets. Above all, 
the prevalence of military values indicates 
that a nation has not lost contact with the 


Contd. on page 18 


Page thirteen 


FACING THE 


The builders of the 
multi-racial society 
now reap where they 
have sown. 


SOME time ago I wrote an article, “Nation- 
hood: The Key to Our Survival”. In that 
article I expressed the view that only by 
banding together in a sense of one-ness could 
the true people of this country, the white 
indigenes, stand any chance of preserving 
their nation, their national identity, with all 
its honourable traditions, and its own culture 
— a culture once admired and respected 
throughout the civilised world. 

Many months have gone by since I 
wrote that article. Nothing has happened 
since to change my views. Indeed rather the 
opposite is the case. 

But — and it is a very big “but” — the 
darkening clouds: of suppression have 
deepened. The anti-British traitors of the 


establishment have tightened their grip. Our. 


freedom has been eroded still further. It has 
now reached the point where, as far as the 
patriotic British are concerned, it can be said 
to have been virtually eliminated. Our 
mouths have been effectively closed by the 
race relations pimps who batten on the 
unwanted immigrants for no other reason 
than as a means to encompass the final 
destruction of our nation and our nationhood. 

The race relations maggots have mis- 
calculated. Their plans have mis-fired. For 
the immigrants have suddenly gained a sharp 
awareness of the fact that they are merely 
useful pawns in the current British politics 
of treachery and deceit. They now realise 
that, although unwanted in themselves, they 
are still a useful tool in the game of inter- 
national power politics, or better expressed, 
world power politics. 

The recent and continuing race riots are 
an ominous expression of this new awareness. 
Black immigrants know that they have been 
deceived by the politicians of all parties. 
And they know equally well that the vast 
majority of the British people are opposed 
to their presence here. 

Immigrants suffer most through 
recession. They are much more poorly 
equipped educationally and in every other 
sense than the country’s own people. The 
original justification put forward by poli- 
ticians to explain their ‘black’ importation 
no longer exists. Not with unemployment 
figures now racing towards the three million 
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mark. 

It is against all the natural laws governing 
human behaviour to assume that white 
employers will willingly offer work to 
immigrants when their own kith and kin are 
standing idle. So, through the normal forces 
of natural selection the position of the 
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immigrant population can only worsen. 

This knowledge is clearly manifested in 
the race riots of recent times. And these are 
only a mild foretaste of what is yet to come. 
Black immigrants are in angry mood. Bristol 
clearly shows how their anger could be 
exploited, how they could be turned into a 
raging, violent mob. In the case of Bristol it 
was the subversives (tolerated and encouraged 
by this and previous governments) who 
fomented the trouble. These subversives well 
recognise the political tinder which an angry 
black immigrant mass represents and they 
are out to set it ablaze on every possible 
occasion. 


POLICE THE TARGETS 


In this instance the police were the real 
targets for attack. Just as they were during 
the Lewisham and other riots. The Ladywood 
riot at Birmingham is another example. 
Again the police were the target. Yet, because 
of establishment complicity, it is almost 
impossible to put so-called multi-racial 
England back onto a sound foundation of 
respect for law and order. 

The task of the police is monumentally 


difficult. On the one hand they are beset by 
every kind of restriction to say nothing of 
the pressures brought to bear by their 
political masters of the day. On the other 
hand they are directly attacked by do- 
gooders, rioters and subversives plus the fly- 
men who manipulate the law for the benefit 
of the worthless. 

Little doubt remains that black immig-. 
rants are what is generally described as 
“underprivileged”. This word is somewhat 
of a misnomer. The truth is that the majority 
of immigrants are ‘inadequate’ to fit in with 
the requirements of a generally highly 
educated community in a country still well 
to the fore in industrial and technological 
advancement. 

A more honest view of the immigrant 
position can be gained by the substitution of 
the word ‘inadequate’ in place of the 
discriminatory suggestive word “under- 
privileged.” 

But the do-gooders allied to the sub- 
versives will have none of it. “Under- 
privileged” is the word which enables them 
to play on the emotions of immigrants and 
to create within the immigrant ranks an 
increasing sense of injustice and denial. The 
soaring unemployment figures have exacer- 
bated their position. For in the compulsive 
drive for greater output, greater production, 
employers are selecting those applicants 
most able to meet the harsh reality of 
viciously competitive production schedules. 

As a consequence white indigenes are 
most favoured. They are better educated; 
they are more conditioned to discipline; 
they are less subject to disruptive external 
influences; they have the advantage of a 
culture which reflects stability as opposed 
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to volatility. Moreover, they have all the 
benefits of traditional skills and aptitudes. 
Additionally, the whole background and 
temperament of a potential white employee 
can readily be assessed by the average British 
employer. This is natural and normal and no 
amount of balderdash about multi-racialism 
will alter it. 

People from an entirely alien background 
and culture cannot be so assessed and so 
their opportunities are diminished. 

So from whatever angle the immigrant 
position is viewed there can be no denying 
that they are disadvantaged: not by the 
British people but by their own background 
and antecedents. This knowledge makes 
them feel socially insecure and deprived, 
inadequate, underprivileged and sadly, but 
predictably, unwanted. It is not surprising, 
therefore, that they become easy prey for 
the subversives of the extreme left who lose 
no opportunity to exploit their position. 
The activities of the far left never help the 
immigrants (they are not intended to) but 
by continually fomenting civil disorder the 
subversives bring the immigrants more and 
more into conflict with the law. 

Sir Robert Mark was courageous enough 
to make the whole position clear, in relation 
to crime, when he was Metropolitan Com- 
missioner. Since then the police have been 
as effectively silenced as the rest of the 
indigenous community but no one is today 
deceived as to the real causes of the black 
backlash. 


CATASTROPHE 


Whatever the arguments may be for and 
against, one thing is certain. Multi-racialism 
has been a catastrophe. It has not worked 
because it never could work. The immigrant 
communities have never integrated with the 
host community. They have set up their own 
churches, their own cinemas; they have 
determinedly preserved their own cultures; 
they never refer to Britain as ‘home’; they 
have rejected our laws or had them amended 
to suit their own religious or social require- 
ments. In no way are they part of the 
general British community and this is 
unquestionably a position which they them- 
selves have deliberately chosen. In effect 
they are races living on and within a host 
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race. They segregate themselves from each 
other by religious and cultural differences 
and they are totally alienated from the host 
race. 

Such a position can only mean conflict 
— continuing and endless conflict. For those 
who truly belong to the country will never 
accept domination by alien breeds and those 
alien breeds living within our shores will 
continue to believe that they have the right, 
as a result of political treachery and 
chicanery, to colonise our Island Kingdom 
from within. 

The racial unrest which now afflicts 
Britain is typified by the riots of Lewisham, 
Ealing, Bristol, Leicester, Birmingham, to 
name but a few. In every case these riots 
were the result of well-engineered ‘backlash’ 
and in each instance the violence was 
directed against the police. 

Even as far back as Lewisham it was 
known that the Front was only being used 
as a pretext by the left to concentrate black 
disenchantment into a violent and sustained 
attack on the forces of law and order. On 
that occasion one group of agitators was 
clearly heard giving the order ‘“‘Never mind 
the Front, get the police.” 


DEMAND FOR URDU 


More recently the policy of self- 
segregation and aggrievance was shown in an 
immigrant parent demand for lessons in 
Urdu for Indian children. The reason for this 
demand: it was feared that the Indian 
children were becoming “too English.” And 
all this at the ratepayers’ expense! 

It is this self-created sense of grievance 
and of being different that is one of the main 
reasons for the collapse of the multi-racial 


plot which the establishment has, without 
the consent of the people, sought to inflict 
on the British nation. 

Paradoxically, it is the black backlash 
against multi-racialism (fomented by the far 
left) which has backfired on the politicians 
who tried to force it on the British people 
against their known wishes. 

The immigrants do not wish to integrate. 
They are determined to remain apart. They 
want their own culture. They want their 
own religions. They want their own marriage 
laws. They want their own social customs 
and they want only those statute laws of the 
country which are acceptable to them. 

They also want to live in their own 
distinct communities apart. They want their 
own cinemas. They want their own languages. 
They want their own dress. They want their 
own kinds of food. They want their own MPs 


and they want their own local councillors. 

Indeed, they want all these special 
conditions which set them quite apart from 
the host race. Unfortunately it is the host 
race which has to bear the brunt of all the 
expense involved in this segregational farce 
of multi-racial lunacy. 

Part of the root of all the racial trouble 
in Britain is due to the unwillingness of the 
British people to accept such impositions. 
This ‘non-acceptance’ by the British indigenes 
causes our unwanted guests to feel aggrieved 
and at the same time makes them easy meat 
for fhe subversives seeking to exploit their 
irrational anger. 

Possibly the only solution to the 
problem lies with the immigrants themselves. 
Instead of singing the praises of their home- 
lands from morning until night they should 
take the more practical step of returning 
there. 
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SIR: As a student at Durham University, | 
wish to endorse the views expressed by Eddy 
Morrison regarding the NUS, whose attitude 
is that the taxpayer should foot the bill for 
student activities but at the same time 
should not have any say as to how the 


money is spent. The result is that vast 
sums are spent on political campaigns, 
many of which are directed against the 
Government of the day. While I disagree 
with most, if not all, of current Govern- 
ment policy, I am not so arrogant as to 
expect that the Government should actually 
pay me to oppose it! 

While at a local level I believe a stu- 
dents’ union is a necessary part of a univ- 
ersity, I think it is high time that the NUS 
were consigned to the scrapheap. For many 
years now it has been-dominated by marx- 
ists and other such unsavoury animals of the 
left, and the political views that are ex- 
pressed by the leadership of the NUS are far 
removed from most student opinion and has 
made me, and many others, ashamed and 
embarrassed to be students. I believe that 
a university should be a place of study, not 
of political agitation. 

DAVID BALL 
Hil, eo. orks: 


SIR: News has come from Rhodesia of the 
brutal murder by Africans of a husband and 
wife missionary team. Needless to say, the 
missionaries were White. 

The radio and television reports of this 
slaughter are at pains to emphasise that it 
appears to be an unmotivated attack, al- 
though one of the Black killers was reported 
to have said: “There is no place for Whites 
in this country.” Perhaps those who dish 
out their version of the news genuinely bel- 
ieve that there is such a thing as an unmot- 
ivated racial killing! 

It should not be necessary to point out 
to readers of Spearhead that Black people 
in Africa carry in their make-up a naked, 
‘pathological hatred of White people. This 
is not a political statement but a biological 
one. This sort of fundamental truth, and 
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its implications, are far from pleasant to 
those of us weaned on the Sermon on the 
Mount, and we tend to push such things to 
the backs of our minds. However, we must 
face this truth, and above all make sure 
our children are aware of it — they take 
the brunt of the inverted racial lies oozing 
out of the news media day and night. 

Looking at Rhodesia, we might relearn 
a salutary lesson if we take note of the way 
the Black Man behaves towards Whites once 
European restraints are removed. Murder- 
ous attacks on Whites are a regular occur- 
ence in the hellhole created by Thatcher 
and Carrington. 

When I walk around the quiet Devon- 
shire market town of Newton Abbot and 
note the growing number of Black youths 
around this rural backwater (where 5 years 
ago there were none to be seen), I apprec- 
iate that the White Man has nowhere left to 
run, and we must either arm our children 
with a philosophy that will enable them to 
face the rising tide of colour — or watch 
them be swept away. 

Search history for a race that turned the 
other cheek and survived, and you will 
search in vain. 

(Col.) J. LOCKER- LAMPSON 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: I have just received a copy of your 

September 1980 issue, which I read with 
great interest. I might also add that I’m 
glad that Mr. Tyndall is still keeping up 

the fight because he most certainly imp- 
ressed a lot of us here in the US,. who are 
faced with the same problems. 

However, there were two things in 
your magazine that struck me as rather 
strange. 

One of them was the letter from a G. 
Lintott, with whom I cannot agree in his 
assertion that space exploration is against 
God s laws. 

Also strange was the chap called Martin 
Webster, who was pictured at a protest walk 
with two teenage boys. The photo was 
taken during his confrontation with the pol- 
ice but Mr. Webster seemed far more inter- 


ested in the two boys than in the policemen. 


I do hope I’m mistaken, but the fellow did 
look a little peculiar. Should my worst 
fears be confirmed, I do hope that the NF 
will consider sending him to some coloured 
country with an overpopulation problem 
where his presence might actually be bene- 
ficial rather than let him discourage the 
White birthrate in England, where more 
Whites are needed. 

JOHN B. DENSON 

U.S.A. 


SIR: The announcement that Nissan motors 
is to establish a manufacturing plant in our 
country seems to have been greeted with 

widespread approval. The only aspect still 


under consideration is that of which politic- 
ian is to be blessed with the creation of so 
many vote-catching jobs in his constituency. 

Apart from a reaction of anger and frus- 
tration at this treasonable act on the part of 
our rulers, many patriots must wince at the 
effrontery of the Japanese, who have estab- 
lished Datsun ‘leisure centres’ in parts of 
this country in an attempt to ingratiate 
themselves in a society known to be obsessed 
with social welfare. 

Most of us will regard this as yet another 
tragic retreat from the principle of industrial 
self-sufficiency. It is an admission that we 
are no longer capable of producing the 
technical and managerial leadership necess- 
ary to maintain an independent motor-man- 
ufacturing industry. One might ask whether 
the British people really have lost their old 
manufacturing talent or whether they have 
merely been betrayed by successive govern- 
ments, abetted by the sinister forces that 
manipulate them, who are intent on the 
systematic extermination of our industrial 
society (an essential feature of marxism). 

On what grounds of logic can the pres- 
ent Government allow the MG Car Company 
and Foden trucks to collapse while awarding 
grants of over £70 million of our money to 
the foreign-owned De Lorean sports car con- 
cern in Ulster and promising about £100 
million in grants to Nissan? Are they dedi- 
cated to the annihilation of an independent 
and British-owned motor industry? And 
what about our last remaining privately- 
owned truck manufacturers, ERF, who are 
also suffering financial hardship through 
lack of orders? Can they expect Govern- 
ment support if it is required, or will our 
rulers express their pious contempt for ‘lame 
duck’ industries and allow them to founder? 

Even greater anger may be felt by pat- 
riots at the recent announcement that a 
group of Tory MPs are inviting bids from 
foreign concems for the purchase of the 
profitable divisions of British Leyland. We 
should now condition ourselves to the like- 
lihood of Land Rover, Jaghar or truck divis- 
ions slipping into alien ownership before 
very long. 

R.P. L. MORRIS-JONES 
Burton-on-Trent, Staffs. 


SIR: In this the year of the disabled we 
would do well to look at the whole question 
of disabled people — by this I do not mean 
those disabled as a result of accident but 
only those whose defects are hereditary. 

It seems to me that the only humane 
and, in the long term, truly effective way 
of dealing with such people is to subject 
them to compulsory sterilisation. 

Such a programme is already in use in 
some US states | think it is urgently neces- 
sary to the racial future of this country. 

J. ROWLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


Victoria Canning 


NO bored Nationalist should ever have to 
resort to such publications as “Time Out” 
in the hope of finding some possible source 
of entertainment. Instead, having just re- 
turned from a conference on Fascism, | 
recommend an evening with the Anti-Nazi 
League which provides both excitement 
and the opportunity for hearing such well 
known orators as Leo Heinemann, Paul 
Holborrowitz, and Miriam Karlin, while there 
is the added bonus of being in the presence 
of an aristocrat, Lord Stansgate (commonly 
known as Wedgwood Benn) a privileged 
product of Westminster School and New 
College, Oxford. Such was the line up ata 
recent gathering attended by the writer 
recently. 

Mr. Holborrowitz had the responsibility of chairing the 
meeting, a hazardous task as he was to find out before 
the evening was over. Undaunted at the beginning he 
launched intoarambling introduction stressing the need 
for renewed action against Fascism which,he stated, is 


on the increase, due to unemployment and the deteriorat- 
ing racial situation - a significant admission since the 


pouring of blacks into this country increases unemploy- - 


ment and is the prime cause of racial tension. 


When introducing John-Pierre Grenet of the Paris Police 
Federation, Holborrowitz was forced to admit his sur- 
prise at sharing the platform with a policeman — readers 
will of course remember how ANAL dealt with the police 
at Lewisham, Bristol, and other places, with bricks in 
their hands. Speaking through an interpreter Grenet 
apologised for the police in a sickeningly obSequious 
manner, claiming they are simply an instrument of 
government and that the policy which forces them to 
search suspect immigrants travelling on the metro, is, of 
course, racist. Despite this weak attempt to identify with 
the audience his reception was more than a little cold. 
No doubt many of his listeners had had previous exper- 
ience with the police. 


The most imposing figure of the evening was that of little 
Leo Heinemann, who stood barely over five feet high in 
striped “Belsen” pyjamas. Leo is not one of the six million 
-oris it eight million? -who perished in the concentration 
camps. Isn’t it strange how many survivors keep cropping 
up, especially when some financial encouragement is 
offered: and since Leo’s compatriots control the rag 


trade, a nasty Fascist mind might suspect where his 
fancy dress came from, for surely the Nazis would not 
have let him get away with a suit of pyjamas. He seemed 
quite unable to read German despite his long residence 
there. He made a fearful hash over first saying “Munich” 
for “Munchen”, and-having to be helped out. 


Miss Miriam Karlin confessed that she felt very humble 
“after that wondrous statement by Leo”. She gave a 
heart-rending account of her first encounter with evil 
people at an early age, when she was walking on 
Hampstead Heath with her father, who had a verbal 
encounter with (can you imagine it?) a Mosley supporter, 
in Hampstead. It must have been at about the time this 
once pleasant English suburb was being taken over by 
countless other non-Anglo-Saxon families, each with a 
little Miriam in the nursery. 


She went out of her way to let us know that she was not 
there as an actress. | could well believe that, since asa 
supporter of ANAL she was there to deny the right of 
Englishmen to express nationalist sentiments in their 
own country: which was a little unreasonable of Miss 
Karlin, since she is a member of the most intensely 
nationalistic race on earth. 

The task of scooping in funds fell to Solly Kaye, a gentle- 
man who, judging by his name, should have a natural 
talent for such a business. Delegates rushed forward 
enthusiastically and money flowed in- £5 from the North 
of England Communist Party, a donation from a socialist 
Climbing Club, fifty pence from a left-wing Press man. All 
of which amounted to £961, a poor figure when compared 
to Nationalist meetings of a similar size. But perhaps 
“the workers” were Saving up to celebrate Christmas. 


It was now the turn of Lord Stansgate to speak, but 
before he could do so he was shouted down by IRA 
supporters demanding political status for the Maze 
prisoners. Seemingly unable to cope he volunteered to 
leave, but the masses wished to be informed on a 
number of vital issues —- why, for instance, should a State 
such as El Salvador be allowed to pose such a deadly 
threat to the “world community?” Visibly uncomfortable 
throughout, for the heckling never ceased, it was with 
obvious relief that he came to the end of his speech. 


But it was not over yet, for at this point a female creation 
in large camouflage trousers flung herself at the platform 
and demanded to be given three minutes in which to 
debate the reason why ANAL has been out of action for 
the last two years, during which time so many poor 
immigrants have been attacked in East London. This 
particular specimen was believed to be from “Elwar’”, 
(East London Workers against Racism) an organisation 
which has set up vigilante groups to protect blacks. 
Together with several rabid IRA supporters she was 
dragged kicking and screaming from the hall. 


Apart from this little disturbance, some of the comrades 
who had been arguing among themselves — doubtless 
over some abstruse point of the Hegelian dialectic — 
gave vent to a regrettable display of Fascist violence by 
rolling on the floor with their hands at each others 
throats. 


At this point the meeting was brought to a rather 
undignified end. 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to LEAGUE REVIEW, 
9/11 Kensington High Street, London W8 SNP. 
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MARCH 
LEICESTER 
Sunday, March 22nd 

THEME 


PROTECT BRITISH JOBS 


(A protest against the Government's policy of unrestricted imports) 
Details of assembly to be announced in branch organisers’ bulletin 


ORGANISED BY THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT 


NEW N.F. TO MARCH IN 
LEICESTER THIS MONTH 


THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT is apply- 
ing to march through the city of Leicester 
on Sunday, March 22nd. The theme of the 
march will be: “Protect British jobs!” 

This march will be the first march held 
by the New NF called at ample notice, the 
previous two, at Chorley and Birmingham, 
being called very hurriedly and not permit- 
ting a full mobilisation of party activists. 

We hope that all New NF supporters 
from all over the country will make every 
effort to attend. 

Leicester has always been a nationalist 
stronghold. Unfortunately, however, it has 
been one of the areas hardest hit by the div- 


isions in the National Front that have occur- 
red over the past couple of years. It is 
hoped that this march will stimulate a new 
interest in the New NF in the area, where 
so far support has been weak. 

All active units of the New National 
Front will be organising coach, car or mini- 
bus parties to the march. Everyone wishing 
to come to the event from a long distance 
should be able to get a seat with one of 
these parties. Keep in touch with your local 
unit to this purpose. 

As in the past, the New National Front 
is determined to maintain high standards of 
dress and behaviour on this march. 


OBITUARY 
ALAN FLETCHER 


The New National Front in the North 
West of England has suffered a tragic loss in 
the recent death of Alan Fletcher, the 
young Organiser of Warrington & St. Helens 
Branch. 

Alan was killed in a motor cycle acci- 
dent when travelling home on the night of 
February 12th, his bike being involved in a 
head-on collision with another which was 
trying to overtake a lorry coming in the 
opposite direction. 

Only 21, Alan had, since leaving 
school, dedicated himself to the National 
Front. He was always prepared to give 100 
per-cent of his time and energy in promot- 
ing the party he loved. 

When the formation of the New National 
Front was announced last June, Alan was 
with it from the very start. He soon became 
one of its leading activists in the North 
West, not only organising the party in his 
home area of Warrington & St. Helens but 
also travelling all around the region, and 
indeed the whole country, on party activi- 
ties. Recently he had been very active in 
helping to promote the NNF in Manchester 
and Merseyside. 

Alan will be greatly missed by his many 
friends, nationally as well as locally. The 
party was his whole life - short as that life 
was. His dedication and loyalty will not be 
forgotten. 

Our sympathies go,out to his family in 
their hour of loss. 


THE KIND OF BRITAIN | WANT 
Contd. from page 13 


heroic strain in its history and is alive to the 
need for heroism in its future. 
To the soldier, service above self is a 


basic rule. Honour of regiment, and 
ultimately of country, come before the 
satisfaction of individual desires. This is far 
from saying that the soldier should not be an 
individual, only that his pursuit of individual- 
ism must never jeopardise victory. 

Such a code, and such qualities and 
attitudes, are what are now needed fp lift 
Great Britain and the British race out of 
their present state of defeat and restore to 
them that place of pride and honour among 
the nations that is merited by the deeds of 
their ancestors. They are the things that I 
want to see prevail in the Britain that one 
day will be. 

They are not, contrary to what some 
may claim, foreign to the history and 
traditions of our country; quite the reverse: 
they have manifested themselves in every 
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great age and at every great moment of 
national destiny in the past. They are foreign 
only to a political system and ideology that 
are of quite recent import in the long saga of 
British development. 

In this description of the Britain of my 
hopes there is much, inevitably, that is left 
out. Given the limited space and length of a 
magazine article, I cannot possibly mention 
all the things that I want one day to see 
achieved in this country. What I have done is 
not attempt to list all the desirable attributes 
of the future British society but state what I 
believe to be the essential preconditions of 
the type of country in which those attributes 
may be realised. In this statement I have 
concentrated much emphasis on the basic 
values which should underly our activity as 
a nation. 

Also not attempted is any incursion into 
the field of religion, and this may prompt 
some protest from those who maintain the 
importance of Christianity in upholding the 
quality of the country in which we live. I 
hope that such people will recognise in the 
type of society that I have sketched an 
environment in which Christian ideals and 
behaviour will have a much better chance to 


thrive than in the society of the present. In 
the strength of the law, in matters of moral 
discipline and in codes of family honour and 
loyalty they should indeed do so — for Iam 
dedicated to the preservation of all those 
aspects of the Christian faith. I would only 
maintain that such aspects should not be 
regarded as the property of Christianity 
alone. It is for this reason that I have not 
given any denominational label to them. 

I stated at the beginning that this view 
of Britain was a personal one, and so it is. I 
think, however, that it is also safe to say that 
in its essentials it reflects the corporate view 
of the party that I represent, the New 
National Front. I hope that those now con- 
sidering whether to support the New 
National Front will find it a helpful guide to 
the type of party we are. 

I further hope that they will see in this 
vision of our land and people an ideal 
worthy of the dedication of their whole lives 
— as it has become the dedication of my 
own life and those of my friends and 
collaborators who march with me in this 
crusade. 

We have made the vow that we shall not 
rest until this vision is achieved. 


N.N.F. YOUTH DIVISION TAKES SHAPE 


THE YOUNG NATIONALISTS, the youth 
division of the New National Front, is now 
fully ready for action. Rules and condit- 
ions of membership have been drawn up 
and a programme of activities planned. 

National Officer Kevin Randall has 
already begun to appoint YN area officers. 
These will for the start be seven in number 
and of these four have already been appoin- 
ted. Spearhead and New Frontier will 
carry regular national local YN reports, 
which will include outlines of the activities 
and personalities in each area. 

The YN would like to thank those who 
have already sent donations to the promot- 
ion of its work. These have ranged from 
two anonymous donations of £5 each to the 
pocket money of two 14 year-olds. 


HAVE YOU REGISTERED? 


The YN wishes to know of any NNF 
members aged between 14 and 25 so that 
these members can be kept regularly in- 
formed of YN activities. Are you actively 
involved in a YN group? If not, send us 
your details (including NNF membership 
number) and we will put you in touch with 
the Organiser for your district. Send to YN, 
P.O, Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


GROWTH IN NORTH 


The North of England was the first area 
to mobilise a YN unit. Grimsby YN, under 
its most capable Organiser Miss Sharon 
Noble, is now the most active group any- 
where in the country. Sharon is the daugh- 


Grimsby YN Organiser Sharon Noble sells 


paper in town 


ter of Grimsby NNF Organiser Jack Noble 
and already shows signs of having inherited 
her Father's dedication and courage. She 
leaflets the local dole queues every week 
as well as the local football ground, shop- 
ping centre and housing estates. She is 
also to be seen regularly selling the party 
paper New Frontier on the streets. Sharon 
is at the helm of a very active team of 
members — so much so that the adult 
branch of the party is soon to allow the YN 
to run most activities in the town while the 
older ones cover the suburbs and: surround- 
ing towns. 

The YN Northern Area Officer is David 


Ball, a student at the University of Durham. 


QUO VADIS CASSETTE SERVICE 

A monthly commentary on world affairs 
which exposes the international drama in 
which all free nations are held hostage to 
the one-world conspiracy. Annual air-mail 
subscription: £26.50. Half-yearly subs- 
cription: £13.25. Free catalogue avail- 
able. Single copies £3 each. Write to 
P,O. Box 830, Honeydew 2040, South 
Africa. 


NEWS OF THE NEW WORLD 

Small bi-monthly news journal. Air- mail 
£3. Surface mail £1.50 per annum. Sam- 
ple copies available. From P.O. Box 830, 
Honeydew 2040, South Africa. 


DEBT PAID 


We are pleased to report that the debt 
of £10.20, stated as owing to us by Medway 
NF in our November issue, has now been 
settled. Thank you Medway. 


Read NEW FRONTIER 


Voice of the New National Front 


You can obtain single copies of New Frontier 
by paying a subscription of £1.60 for 6 issues 
or £3.20 for 12 issues for subscribers in the 
British Isles. For subscribers overseas the rate 
is £1.80 for 6 issues or £3.60 for 12 issues 
(surface mail). 

If you wish to obtain -New Frontier in 
bulk for redistribution, the rates are: —- 


10 copies £1.00 + 30p post 

25 copies £2.25 + 87p post 

50 copies £4.00 + £1.43 post 
100 copies £7.00 +£1.73 post 
150 copies £9.75 +£1.90 post 
200 copies £12.00 + £2.05 post 
300 copies £16.50 + £2.35 post 
400 copies £20.00 + £2.55 post 
500 copies £24.50 ) Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £46.00 +) by roadline 


All cheques or postal orders should be . 
made out to New Frontier, P.O. Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. Please keep orders 
and enquiries for New Frontier totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


He has been an active member of the Hull 
Branch, first of the National Front and later 
of the New National Front, for several years. 
David is always to be seen in the forefront 
of activity and expects his members to do 
as much as he can — and no less! With an 
Organiser like him, it is no surprise that 
the North of England is one of the most 
promising areas in the country for the YN. 

There was a Northern Area conference 
in Leeds last month at which groups were 
established for Leeds, Winsford and Warr- 
ington. Leeds YN Organiser Frank Anguige 
is very keen on seminars for his members, 
which seminars cover topics of Nationalism, 
Race and general NNF policies. Frank 
believes this type of activity helps keep 
his members interested in the more routine 
political events. 

Whatever the reason, the North of Eng- 
land certainly breeds the dedicated nation- 
alists the NNF needs in its fight to win back 
our country. 


HEAR 
JOHN 
TYNDALL 
ON 
TAPE 


NNF Recordings have produced the 
first of a series of tapes dealing with 
topics of interest to nationalists. On 
this tape are two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall, each lasting 45 minutes. 
The talks are:— 


(1) OUR ANGLO-SAXON HERITAGE. In 

this talk Tyndall speaks of the world- 
wide dispersion of the British peoples 
and their present lack of unity in the 
face of a common threat to their 
survival. He stipulates what the Anglo- 
Saxons must do to recover their once 
pre-eminent poisition. 
BRITAIN’S ECONOMIC CRISIS: In 
this talk Tyndall attacks the policies 
that have made 2 million unemployed 
and outlines the nationalist solution put 
forward by the New National Front. 


This tape, entitled Tyndall Speaks, is 
available from NNF Recordings, Box 
115, Hove, Sussex BN3 3SB. Price: 
£3.00 (plus 15p for postage). 


This recording is a MUST for 
your tape library. 
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SOCIAL CREDIT 


A Reply to Spearhead 


BY R.L. J. MILNE 


SOCIAL Credit is the policy of a philosophy, 
namely Christianity. A financial system is a 
book-keeping system, and has no relevance 
to ethics. The object of an economic system 
is not to provide employment. It is clear that 
we can produce goods at a greater rate than 
the consumption of the whole world, but 
increased production per man, means 
decreased employment or more leisure. It is 
certain that the use of machinery makes 
nonsense of any suggestion of “full employ- 
ment” ever again being available. 

The modern economic system has 
changed from the system of exchange 
between individuals to a single wealth- 
producing system on which we all draw. This 
pool of wealth is produced primarily by 
power and ingenious machines, and not 
primarily by labour at all. The perfect 
industrial system requires no labour at all. 
An increasing number of people, a number 
bound to increase to be the majority, will 
not be required by the productive system for 
much of. their lives. So we have to ‘dis- 
employ’ these people, and yet give them 
goods. Those unemployed can have our 
dividend warrants, and those who are 
employed can be paid in addition to being 
employed. I accept there is great mental 
adjustment needed to proceed on these lines. 

If you persist in assuming that the 
economic system is to be a sort of govern- 
ment, that all sorts of moral questions — 
such as whether a certain man is worthy to 
have a dividend, or whether it would be 
demoralising to him to have one — you are 
introducing into an arithmetical proposition 
matters which have nothing to do with 
arithmetic. It is a peculiarity of man that he 
deems himself singular in the ability to make 
a right use of wealth and leisure. 

In a physical sense, we live in a world, in 
which economic processes are carried on by 


Send 20p for information pack. 
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P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE 2 
E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 
(Tel. 0273 777540) 
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two agencies: one, as before, the agency of 
individual effort and economically of 
decreasing importance; and the other the 
result of plant, organisation and knowledge, 
which are the cumulative result, not only of 
today’s people, but of the pioneers of the 
past. This second agency can be described as 
real, as opposed to financial, capital. So it is 
easy to make out a simple ethical justification 
for the proposition that the share of the 
product due to the individual would be (1) a 
small decreasing share due to his individual 
efforts, and (2)a large and increasing amount 
due to his rights as a shareholder or an 


inheritor, or a tenant for life of the com- — 


munal capital. 

Even if you do not like this, there is 
little alternative, especially when the silicon 
chip comes into its own. 

Our wealth originally comes from the 
almighty. Consider the Lilies of the Fields. 
These things would not happen in a day, and 
would allow time for adjustment to change. 
At first a dividend would probably go only 
to the unemployed, the number of whom at 
first might lessen as purchasing power 
created demand. Later all would obtain it. 

The dividend could be paid through the 
Post Office or through a bank where 
convenient. 


BANK CREATES MONEY 


A. bank creates money by the stroke of 
a pen. Why should the government not use 
banks to raise necessary finance? They 
would be paid no interest but only for the 
work they did. They do not own the money 
they create; the people do, so why should 
the banks get interest? 

There is no question in the Douglas 
system, as you will see if you read Dictator- 
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ship by Taxation, of there being heavy 
taxation. The reverse is true. . 

The American scientist, James Albus, 
without knowledge of Douglas’ works, 
arrived at similar conclusions. In his book 
People’s Capitalism, he gives an- up-to-date 
suggestion for rectifying the defects he finds. 
I suggest you read it. 

You may already be aware that a 
dividend of the Douglas type is to be given 
to the people of Alaska and to the people of 
British Columbia. 


Help this member! 


We are appealing to all readers to help 
a member of the New National Front who 
was given a vicious fine following an inci- 
dent just before the NNF march in Birming- 
ham in January. 

He is Martin Oddy, one of the most 
active members of Leeds Branch. Martin 
was proceeding from his branch’s minibus to 
the assembly point for the march with a 
party of his friends when the group were 


| attacked by a mob of reds and Blacks that 


had been in waiting for them. 

Martin had been carrying a Union Jack 
flag on a pole and used this to defend him- 
self and his friends. He was arrested and 
charged with possession of an ‘offensive 
weapon’. The court fined him £175 with 
£25 costs. 

It would be grossly unfair if this mem- 
ber had to pay the sum of £200 himself as a 
result of this incident. We hopé therefore 
that nationalists will contribute to help him 
do so. All donations should be sent to the 
New National Front, P.O. Box 115, Hove, 
E. Sussex BN3 3SB and marked ‘Martin 
Oddy Appeal Fund . 


Our magazine, though it believes in 
racia! differences, opposes race-hatred. 
All those who oppose multi-racialism 


should attack the politicians who promote : 
it, not the immigrants, who are merely its 
victims. 
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